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Ill. AEM Applications

+ Modeling of regional groundwater flow
near proposed nuclear waste repository
--- Yucca Mountain, NV

 Delineation of source water area for
public water wells --- Vincennes, IN



An Analytic Element Model of The
Yucca Mountain Region
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Regional groundwater modeling of the Yucca Mountain site
using analytic elements
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Interpreted contours (USGS)




Analytic Elements
in Far Field
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Far Field Results

Interpreted AEM simulation
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Final Results




Difference between modeled and observed

Total drop in
head: 1500 m
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